Board of Architectural Review
July 5t 2023
6:00pm on the 3rd Floor at
200 S. Main Street
Summerville, SC

For additional information regarding this meeting please contact the Planning Department at
843.851.4233. All related documents for this meeting are available for review online and the meeting
will be livestreamed via www.summervillesc.gov

Approval of Minutes:
1. June 6™, 2023 Meeting

Old Business:

1. 208 S. Cedar Street —New construction of a mixed-use commercial development TMS #

137-07-04-005

800 S. Main Street — Renovation to existing commercial building TMS # 137-14-05-013

3. 217 Marion Avenue — New construction of an accessory dwelling unit TMS # 137-13-10-
011

4. 609 S. Magnolia Street —Demolition of existing single-family residence TMS # 137-11-05-
002

N

New Business:

1. 205 Sumter Avenue — New Construction of a garden pavilion TMS # 137-10-03-001
2. 105 Hansberry Lane —Installation of gutter system TMS # 137-14-04-022

Miscellaneous:
N/A

Adjourn:

Agenda Posted:


http://www.summervillesc.gov/

Summerville Historic District — Board of Architectural Review

Meeting Notes May 2" 2023 — Resubmission Narrative June 9" 2023

General Comments
1. Better highlight the green space especially along the perimeter of the project.
o All perimeter areas to include a privacy fence and plantings where possible.
2. Study whether metal cladding should all be uniform. Currently are shown in different patterns.
o Cladding types have been minimized and are more consistent throughout project.
3. Consider adding more brick detailing to the residential facades to give additional interest/depth

o  Will review this item with Staff during construction detailing, but substantial brick exists, so any
adjustments would be minor refinements in selected areas, if any.

4. Consider adding detail to upper facades of promenade. Maybe Juliet balconies or similar to create more
depth.

o Not at this time as the architectural intent is elegant simplicity with the use of historic
Summerville materials, but can confer with Staff at a later time and add any minor refinements
that would improve the appearance, at the discretion of architecture and development team.

Building Specific Comments
1. Building Ais a very nicely designed building

2. Building B — the front commercial unit’s windows are well organized. Study if more depth in the brick
adjacent to the windows can be achieved, similar to building A.

o The space between windows is narrow and further brick detail is not possible. The windows are
already setback from the brick to maintain a substantial sense of depth.

3. Building B, C and D — Provide details on how the steel beams and columns at the ground floor public facing
facades will be maintained.

o The steel details will be maintained as part of the HOA common area maintenance regime using a
very high quality paint typical for the application.

4. Building B—The building would benefit from more symmetry in the window layout, especially on the main
public facing fagade. An additional window should be added at the 3™ floor to match the floor below.

o The window organization has been re-studied and revised to create more symmetry and harmony
on the facade. The window pattern and overall facades are now more balanced.

5. Building C&D — The small windows on the public facing fagade are out of place. Consider replacing these
with full size windows. Additionally, look at ways to better balance the double and single windows on the
facade to provide better symmetry/harmony.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

o The small windows on the front facades have been removed and replaced by full size windows.
The window organization has been re-studied and revised to create more symmetry and harmony
on the facade. The window pattern and overall facades are now more balanced.

Building C&D — Better organize windows on rear fagade to provide more alighment/symmetry.

o The window organization has been re-studied and revised to create more symmetry and harmony
on the facade. The window pattern and overall facades are now more balanced.

Building E&G — Front and side facades have well organized windows. Eliminate the small window at rear
fagade and bring better harmony/symmetry to rear window pattern.

o The small windows on the rear facade have been replaced by full size windows. The facade is now
more balanced.

Building E&G — Provide better detail at top of metal panel cutout on front fagade. Use brick header detail
or similar to reinforce opening.

o A brick head detail has been added to the top of the metal recess area.

Building F1 & F2 — Study window layout on rear facade. Small windows are distracting, eliminate if
possible.

o The small windows on the front facades have been removed and replaced by full size windows.
The window organization has been re-studied and revised to create more symmetry and harmony
on the facade. The window pattern and overall facades are now more balanced.

Building F1 & F2 — Rear Facade steel beam and column seem out of place and are different than details at
other garage openings. Study alternatives to make it more consistent keeping in mind this facade
terminates the public green area. Additionally, the column at rear is not shown in plan.

o The steel beam and column have been replaced with brick headers at the openings and a brick
pier/wall in the middle. The change at the base along with the revised window pattern above
makes a more elegant facade facing the park.

Building F1 & F2 — How is roof over vertical metal panel area detailed. This is shown differently than any
other similar roof. Study to ensure consistency in the project.

o Small roof has been given coping at the top and the metal cladding has been revised to match
penthouse cladding detail creating a more consistent facade.

Building H — Front facade seems to work. Consider minimizing small windows where possible.
o The front fagade remains as previously submitted.

Building H — Mini horizontal window on rear facade is out of place. Replace with full size window to
maintain symmetry/harmony.

o The small windows on the rear fagade have been replaced by full size windows. The fagade is now
more balanced. Two small windows on the side fagcade have been removed to make the elevation
simpler.

Building | — Front and rear facade appear to work. The Right facade facing Richardson Avenue needs re-
study. The vertical strips do not work. It needs to address the scale of the other buildings along Richardson
Avenue. Perhaps more symmetry in the window layout would help.



We have completely redesigned the end unit on Building | to face Richardson Avenue with a
more traditional and symmetrical facade composed of a two-story porch with 3 window bays and
a front entry. The 2-story porch presents a more diminutive elevation to the street that is now
residential in nature. The rooftop penthouse was moved away from the exterior parapet (facing
the street) and into the interior of the rooftop. This has resulted in less height and mass visible
from street level. To achieve all of this, the interior unit was completely redesigned. The end
result is a building that is not only better scaled to the residential buildings along Richardson
avenue, but has a street elevation that presents itself as the primary facade, with a more
traditionally detailed and scaled porch element expressing a residential feel; being less “stark”,
all done without an adverse impact to the project. To further amplify the residential
characteristics of this one unique facade, we are using a high quality, thick hardi-plank or Boral
plank, but sticking to tried and true Historic Summerville materials (brick and metal) on all other
exterior elements.



BAR Meeting
7/5/23

To: Town of Summerville BAR
From: Becca Zimmerman, Planner 11

Date: 6/27/23

Applicant:
Owner:

Requested Action:
Existing Zoning/Land Use:

Location:
SHPO Survey Rating:
Proposed Alterations:

Guideline Citation:

Evaluation:

GENERAL INFORMATION
Mike Taylor

DAY1 PROPERTIES LLC

Final Approval
N-MX, Law Firm Office

800 S. Main Street
#4, Supportive
Exterior renovations to front fagade of existing commercial building

Guideline 68. Commercial Building Ornamentation:

a. Maintain and restore character-defining features of your commercial
building. Character defining features include historic storefronts,
transoms, signboards, bulkheads, windows, cornices, and other
architectural details

b. Do not add arbitrary or conjectural ornamentation to the building.
Replacement of missing historic features should be supported by
documentary evidence to avoid creating a false historic appearance.
c. Maintain the original ornamental cap or cornice of the building. If
replacement is required, in-kind replacement matching the historic
element in design, scale, color, and material is recommended.
Replacement materials, such as fiberglass, may be approved if the
element’s profile can be satisfactorily matched.

The Board previously approved the other fagade work presented at the
June meeting. The Board requested that the front fagade be revisited to
reflect more elements of the earlier facade depicted in a provided
photograph. While there was conversation regarding the parking lot
configuration, it should be noted that the location of the parking lot as
proposed is permitted by the Unified Development Ordinance (UDO), and
the final design will be further dictated by the tree protection requirements
of the UDO.



BAR Meeting
715123

To: Town of Summerville BAR
From: Becca Zimmerman, Planner 1l
Date: 6/27/23

GENERAL INFORMATION

Applicant: APOSTOLOVA YOULIA
Owner: APOSTOLOVA YOULIA
Requested Action: Final Review

Existing Zoning/Land Use: GR-2, Residential

Location: 217 Marion Avenue
SHPO Survey Rating: N/A
Proposed Alterations: New construction of an accessory dwelling unit

Guideline Citation: 5.10 UNIVERSAL GUIDELINES FOR NEW STANDALONE
CONSTRUCTION-Guidelines 29-36

Evaluation: The proposed structure is similar in design to the primary, and is
diminutive in massing, following general BAR guidelines. Locating
the structure on the rear of the property reduces visibility of the
building and its impact on the overall streetscape. The Engineering
and Zoning department will work closely to evaluate water
mitigation and how the proposed structure may impact the lot and
surrounding lots prior to permitting. The proposal appears to be
Zoning compliant.



BAR Meeting
715123

To: Town of Summerville BAR
From: Becca Zimmerman, Planner 1l

Date: 6/27/23

Applicant:
Owner:

Requested Action:

Existing Zoning/Land Use:

Location:
SHPO Survey Rating:
Proposed Alterations:

Guideline Citation:

Evaluation:

GENERAL INFORMATION

Billie Economou-Ruby
MARK RUBY CONSULTING LLC

Final Approval
GR-2, Residential

609 S. Magnolia Street
#4, Supportive
Demolition of existing residence

2.5 DEMOLITION:

An application for demolition of a historic building may be approved if it
meets the following conditions:

1. Such structure is a deterrent to a major improvement program which
will be of substantial benefit to the town;

2. Retention of such structure would cause undue financial hardship
to the owner;

3. Retention of such structure would not be in the best interest of the
majority of the community; or

4. Loss of all or part of a building due to fire, hurricane or earthquake, etc.
will be considered.

The existing residence is in disrepair and was rated by the State
Historic Preservation office as having no architectural merit on the
1979 survey of the historic district. It was not included in the survey
of the district completed in 1996. The applicant owns the adjacent
property and plans to incorporate this lot as greenspace. The request
demolition appears to meet conditions #2 and #3 for demolition
based on the documents provided.



BAR Meeting
7/5/23

To: Town of Summerville BAR
From: Becca Zimmerman, Planner 11
Date: 6/27/23

GENERAL INFORMATION

Applicant: Heath Runion
Owner: RUNION HEATH & KENDALL (JTROS)
Requested Action: Final Approval

Existing Zoning/Land Use: GR-2,

Location: 105 Hansberry Lane
SHPO Survey Rating: N/A, New Construction

Proposed Alterations: Installation of gutters that vary in style from BAR guideline
recommendation/were not included in original submittal to BAR

Guideline Citation: Guideline 57. Gutters and Downspouts- “Half-round gutters are
preferred.”
Evaluation: The installation of gutters is typically approved at a staff level, however

the somewhat modern design of these covered gutters does not fall in line
with the BAR guidelines. The applicant is appealing the decision of staff
to the Board for the approval of the gutter design submitted. This does not
require Zoning approval.



Board of Architectural Review
July 5t 2023 *Special Meeting*
To Follow Regular Meeting at 6pm
200 S. Main Street
Summerville, SC

For additional information regarding this meeting please contact the Planning Department at
843.851.4233. All related documents for this meeting are available for review online and the meeting
will be livestreamed via www.summervillesc.gov

New Business:

1. 309 S. Magnolia Street — Request for roof specification change TMS # 137-11-08-010

Miscellaneous:
N/A

Adjourn:

Agenda Posted:


http://www.summervillesc.gov/

